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Inspection I'kmo
to Coal File:

COI'{PAI{Y OFETCTAI.S :

STIITE OFETCIAL:
:

DATE:
TM

March 20, 1983

4l
RE: Co-op I'fini4g CoqanY

Bear Canyon Mine
Asr/015 lbZS
Folder lilo.7
Emery County, Utatt

}brcLr 8, 9 and 10, 1983
12:30 P.M -  4245 P. l { . ,  9 t15 A.M. 11:30 A.M. ,  9 i30 A. l ' { .

10:30 A.M. respectively
Randy Crebs and Scott Nordness (Viking Engineering
Senrices) , Bill Stoddard (Co-op Mining Coryany)
John fhirchead
r{83-5-5-3

Comliance with Pe:manent Perfornoance Stanrlar.ds

77L et aL Permits

Ttre following approvals and permits were available at rlp ninesite:

A letter dated Inhrctr 20, 1981 from Jim Smi th granted interi-m approrral for
the Bear Canyon operation.

A letter dated October 8, 1982 frm Ron Daniels of the Diwision granted
approrral to begin construction activity at the scale location. Ttris
approval was granted with the follor,ring stipulations: (1) Topsoil will be
removed to a depthr of 18 incLres and stodrpiled prior to any activity. (2)
A catckr basin, berms, and any otLrer rreasures neccessary to aclequately
control nrnoff w"i1l be installed after the topsoil is rernoved and
stodspiled; and, (3) plans to modify the interi-m perxrit will be suhmitted
by Octrober 18, L982.

the operator has removed topsoil and stodcpiled it on the eastern side of
tlre road adjacent to the scale area. Itre second and &ird stipulations
have not been adeqtrately addressed by fJre operaEor.

The operator apparently does not have a subsidence control plan. The
latest ACR. response indicates that the operator feels tlrere is no reusable
resource land residing above ttre lease area and thus no srrbsidence control
plan has besr sub'miLted.

Nc inforuation was available on a raptor sun/ey to determine ti.re adequacy
of protection rreasures for raptor electrocution Lrazar:ds from power poles.
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5. A letter from tLre United Bank of Infuirray Utah indicatd an escrow deposit
of $131556.84 for an interin bond for botle the Bear Canyon and T?ail
Canyon operations. Additionally, l,lr. Oruen irad r^rritten a note hJhictl
indicateil tlrat a bond in the am6unt of $h7 1165.00 was posted irr Al€ust of
1980 for the Bear Canyon operaEion. This could not be verified at the tirm
of the inspection.

817.11 Signs and ldarkers

Ttre nine idenLification sign at the entrance to Ehe mine was still
teuporarily leaned up against a piece of maduinery near tlre enEance Eo the
minesite.

Pertrneter markers were detemined to be adeqr:ate during the previous
inspection.

8L7 .2L .25 Topsoil

I1re topsoil pile whi-ch was created as a resulE of the constnrction
activity for ttre scale area is located north and slightly east of the scale
site. Ttris stodcpile is not protected prrsuant to Ehe requirements of
U{C 817 .23. On the northern side of tLre stod<pile a suall natrrral drainage
will be cutting i-nto and eroding the north si-de of the pile during suryer
precipitation events. Addi.tionally, oo topsoil stoclpile sign could be
obsenred during the inspection.

The topsoil pile west of the coal stodspile pad was continuing to be
iqacted by depositon of coal fines. The operator had made some attemopt to
diverE thre undisturbed drainage ckrannel from cutting througfi this topsoil
scodgile rtrhicLr was the subject of IilCV lE2-5-2-10, 5 of 10. The configuration
of the slope upon drich this topsoil stodcpile is placed nakes adeq:ate
protection reasures difficult to achrieve.

Additionally, of the six topsoil piles $fuich currently are a part of the
Bear Canyon operation, five are inadequately protected. As a result mV
l€3-5-5-3, l of 3 was issued. The operator was cited for failure to
adequately protect topsoil for the entire o'peration. The remedial action
required by April 9, 1983 was to stibmit to Ehe Division coryleEe and adequate
plans for topsoil storage, proEection, andfor obtaining alternate supplies of
topsoil. The operator was required to comit in writiag to definite Eise
frames for inpleurentation of these plans upon Division approval. It r^ras
discussed ttrat one option might be to consolidaLe all topsoil stoclpiles at
Bear Canyon to a siqgle location *rich would be favorable to adeqtrate
protection and storage of totpsoil.

817 .41 - .51 }lydrologic Balance

The operator had performed additional work on the pri-nary inlet to the
catch basin located south of the scale area. The inlet appeared to be
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functi-oning properly at the tirrre of the inspection. However it was noted that
as tLre water flowed into the catcLr basin there was no detention time. Water
was flowing througfi the western embankment of the catch basin and directly
into tLre creelc. A closer exanirtation rerrealed that the enibanlmnt contained
large boulders and rod< material as well as vegetative matter such as roots
and vruod. This allowed a porous sitrration to &ist in the embankment. As a
result , t}re operator was cited in I\83- 5-3-3 , 2 of 3 for fai.h.re to design and
consfftrct sediment control reasures wtrich prevent to the extent possible
additional contributions of sdirnent to stream flow or runoff outside the
permit area. The remedial action required by April 9, 1983 was to sub,mit
corylete and adeqr-nte plans for con-struction of sedinent control measures for
the scale area. Additionally, the operator was required to cmit in writing
to definite tirre franes for i-rylenentation of the plans upon Division approval.

Dring the inspection it was noted that an undisturbed drainage culvert
palslng underneatlr the distwbed drainage culvert adjacent to the bathhouse
pad had been clogged with earth materiaL on the outlet side. The o'perator was
adyised to clean out this culvert outlet,

The prinary sedi-tnent pond was inspected and nunerous concerrrs were pointed
out to the operator. As a result, NAOC 83-5-1-2, 1of 2 was issrred. The NAOC
noEed tlre natrrre of concern as the sedi-rent storage capacity, tlre adequacy of
the primary spillway device, th protection of disdrarge points from erosion,
the protection of tlre errergency spillway from downcutting dtrring flow periods,
and qurarterly inspections for stabilitry and firnction of the pond. 'Ihe

required coryli"ance action was to submit comnplete and adeqr.race doctrentation
to deroonstrate the above noted concerns are addressed and/or sub'ruit corylete
and adeqr-rate plans to modify the pond to bring it into corryliance. Ttre
operator was required to incltrde and cormit to tinp frames for irylenentirg
any nett plans needed to rnodify the pond upon Division approval. The abaterrrent
deadline is April 9, 1983.

Dffing the inspection IuIr. Stoddard indicated that Co-op Mining Corryany
intends to ctrlvert additional sections of Bear Canyon Creek adjacent Lo cre
present culvert wtrich resides just north of the scale area. I\tr. Stoddard was
advised that this activity wou-ld need to be properly permitted. The tine
frames for permitting on culverting of the strean will necessitate sub,mitting
plans no\rt- to obtain approval to install culverting during thre upconing
construction season.

In exantni4g the Bear Canyon stream channel it was noted that just north
of the scale area and just souttr of thre present culvert htrich allornrs the road
crgsst-ng above the scales, a large qtrantity of boulders and earttren material
had been pushed into the 6reek cieating a iar-tial obstnrction of the stream
course. The water was flo$dng underneath and arorrnd ttre rnaterial. As a
result, NOV lE3-5-3-3, 3 of 3-was issued for failure Eo conduct undergrourd
cgal mining activiEies so as to minimi ze changes to the hydrologic balance and
failure to minimi ze to tkre erEent possible additional contributions of
sedirent Lo stream flor+. The remedial action required by April 9, 1983 was to
remove ttre rocks, boulders, soil and ottrer naterial from the stream ckrannel or
to stibmit complete and adeqtraEe plans to adeqr-raEely mitigate t*ris situation.
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If plans are submitted the operator was adrrised Lo conmit in vrriting to
definite ti.me franes for implemenEation of the approved plans.

The coal had been cleaned from the undisturbed diversion ditch \^Ihich runs
a{jacent to the cnrshing pad. This action partially abates tOV I\83-5-2-2, 2
of 2. Pant B of the abatenent action for this NCM was to prevent nine water
effh.rent froro being conveyed in tlre dicchr to ttre undistub-ed drainage culvert
inlet. The operaEor had rrndertaken the abatement to prevent the nnine water
efflr:ent from being conveyed in tfiis ditclr. No plans as required in Part C of
the abateuent action for this violation had been suib'uoitted. Drc to partial
cmpliance, ttre operaLor was given an orLension to sr:ibroit the plans until
t'ltrtfr 24, lggs. 

'

An additional concerrl noted was a snall seep flowing frm the hig[wall
slightly above the coal stockpile above thre cnrshing plant.A portion of the
waEer frorn the seep was floh{ing into the undisturbed diversion ditch. A
snaller portion of tlris seep was also flowing through the coal stoclgile at
the cnrshing pad and had been routed fron tlre distrrrbed aree. badc into the
undi.str-rbed ditdt near the crrrshing plant. The water both in and out of ttre
r:ndisturbed diversion was heavily inrrndated with coal fines.

Tlre drainage system for the upper area of the m:inesite vfrrich includes the
portal and the road to the strbstal-ion was unclear during the cirrc of the
inspection. In discussing ttris situation w'ith lnfr. Stoddard it appeared ttrat
no formal plans had been undertaken and cmitted to in terms of drainage of
nndisturbed and disturbed area in tlre upper parts of the minesite. As a
result IIAOC 83-5-1-2, 2 of 2 was issued. The nature of the concern was the
adeqr:acy of diversions to convey disturbed area drainage to a sediment control
device. 'Ihe coryliance action required was Eo suibmiE corylete and adequate
plans Lo convey disturbed area runoff to a sedimentation controt device. To
be included in these plans are written conrmittments to definiEe tfure franes
for ruplernentaEion upon appro\ral by the Division. The deadline for abatemnent
is April 9, 1983.

Significant ponding was obsenred on the portal pad area. 'Ihe operator
noted ttpt most of this ponding was a resulE of ttre ice rnetting from tLre lower
reaCres of tlre portal entry. 'Ihe ice had accumulated from mine water effluent
floiring during the r,rinter monttls. It was pointed out Eo the operator that
stabilitry of this pad could be a problem if ponding persisted.

The road from tkre portal area down to the rest of the n:inesite was wallced
during the inspection to examine cross culverts and drainage stnrctures
installed on thris road. T\nro c:ross culverLs were noLed and iE was pointed out
to the operator that boEhr inlets and outlets would be needed to be-
rip-rapped. Additionally, one €rrea on this access road had a substantial
amotnt_ of ponding TrftIich would require an additional cross culvert to be
installed to insure stability of 

-tkre 
road.
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At tlre intersection of the road to the crrrshing faciliry and the main
access road r rills from erosion \,rere forming. This natter was pointed out to
ihe operator for conrective action.

The undistr:rbed diversion culvert vfuich passes r-urderneatle the soutJrerrr end
of tkre coal stodpile pad was partially obstiucted at the outflow point as it
enters Bear Creelc. Ttre operator was adrrised that thi.s rrould need to be
cleaned out and rip-rapped to insure free drainage of the culvert.

817 .52 Surface and G?or.urdrnrater Monitoring

the NPDES pelniF In-0023612 issued t{errclr. 22, L982 and e4piring on December
31, 1986 covers both ttre Bear Canyon and Trail Canyon o,perations.- Iris peruit
ruulEs Bear Carryon and Trail Canyon Creelcs as receiving waters.

A Division directive noted in a l€rclr 5, 1981 letter fron Ron Daniels of
the Division indicates the surface and groundrnrater nonitoring plan for the
Bear Canyon and T?ail Canyon operations. Ttre surface water monitoring
schedule indicates that monrhly saryles r,rill be Eaken aborre and below the
operation. Tlte groundwater monitoring plan indicates 2 springs vhich \^ri-11 be
sryled tw'ice a year at higfr and low flor^r situations. lb floil was indicated
as an unacceptable report to tLre Division unless circunnstances describing the
sitr"ration were PTo?erly docrrented. l{ater data for October of 82, Noven6er of
!2 . December of 82 , Janr:ary of 83 and Februaqy of 83 was rerrier*ed. Ttre
information contained in the water data was inadeqr:ate in serreral respects.
In the October L982 report tlee gror.ndwater infomation did not indicate a f,Lmr
rate for the tr^io springs saryled. The November, Decennber, January and
February data reported a no 

-flow 
situation. A zerox copy of a phbtograph

indicaEing Trfttat the operator alleged was a no flow sitr.nEion was provided as
docr-wrtation.

there is sorle question as to the accuracy of the operators t report of rtno
lorerr given that on December 14 , L982 John ltt itefr"ad and Joe Heltricfr aia

obserrre flow in Bear Creelc under tLre sno\^rcap and on January 25, 1983 saryles
were taken of ttre Tlail Canyon Creek below ttre minesite. Additionally,
alttrougfi the operator indicatedtfno fiodt there was no irxlication rntrettrer this
situation srisEed above and below tlre ninesite and vrLrether saryles could have
been Eaken at least below the ninesite as required.

817.89 Disposal of lrlon-Coal Waste

Ttte non-coal waste which had been deposited on Ehe uppemost pad area
ufrrich was ttre subject of }0V Mi2-5-2-10r- 1 of 10 had been rernoved to
cornpletely abate this violation. 'Ihe violation was Eerminated as of March 10,
1983.

The shuttle cars r^trich hrere the subject of NCM N82-5-2-10, 21 4, and B of
10 had been moved onto the permit area iajacent to tLre scale area. I{r. Or^ren
had counitted to a six weelc removal period to properly dispose of this
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naterial classified in ttre ooo-coal waste category. As of ttre daEe of this
inspection none of the shuttle cars had been mrzed from the teryorary storage
location. This matter was discussed withr t'tr. Stoddard during the inspection.

8L7 .97 Protection of Fish and Wildlife and Related Ernrirormental Values

Cg-op Mining Coryany failed Eo respond to the Febnrary 25, L982 and lbrch
-8, 1982 directives concerning poroer pole safeEy for raptor electroctrtion
hazards, I{eit}rer plans to rnodify er-isting poles nor requests for a srr:rrey by
the Fish and Wildlife Senrice were received from Co-op Mining Cormpany.

Dtring the inspection, pohrer pole configrrrations at the Bear Canyon
operation appeared to be potentially suspecL for electrocution hazard. As a
result, a sulrrey will be conducted in the fi.rture by the Fish and Wildlife
Senrice. Should por,ver pole confi-gurations prove to be in violation of
accepted standards, notice of violatiorrs should be forthcoming.

817.99 Slide and Ocher Danage

Just below tJre portal pad area, a small slide had occurzed onto Ehe access
road. This Eray have been a result of the ponding vfrridr was occurring on the
portal pad area. 'Ihe operator was adyised that adequate drainage of the
portal pad area Enay reduce the potential for future slougfiing of ttre materi-al.

817.100 Conteryoraneofrs Reclamation

Tlne area disttrbed by por,\rer pole installation just south and west of the
coal stod<pile pad was inspected. This was one of the areas viLrich was the
strbject of I$V N82-1-5-1 issued in June of L982. At the Eirne of the
inspection it could not be determined if in fact co'mpliance neasures for
NE2-1-5-1 had been coryletely and adeqtrately undertaken by the operator. I\tro
indication of any seedling emergence was obserrrable. This matter will be
determined in the nerct partial inspection.

8L7 .LzL .L26 Subsidence Conbrol

As far as could be determined the operaLor does not have a subsidence
noniEoring plan for tLre Bear Carryon lease area. Drring the inspection it was
noted that Ehere is a grazLng access road originating adjacent Lo the portal.
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Apparently there is reusable resource land aborre the lease area hrtrich nay be a
facEor in determining the need for a srrbsidence control plan.

, ' ,)r"-/", ) 
'- /,,a'/t*',/

JOIIN J. WI{ITEHEAD
FTH.D SPECIATIST

JJI^I/lm

cc: Bill Stoddard, Co-op
Scott librdness, Viking Engineering Senrices
EV Hooper, Dm{
Joe }blfi."ich, Dm{
Tom ElmeEt, OW

Statistics:

VeLricle: D( lty+24 487 miles
Per Diem: l person x 2 dayr 71/2 hours = $95.31
G?ant: A & E


